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1. 



DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to the communication filed on 08/28/2008. 



2. 



Claims 16, 19-24 and 26-45 are pending in the application. 



3. 



Claims 16, 19-24 and 26-45 have been rejected. 



Response to Arguments 



4. The applicant's arguments regarding previous 35 USC 103(a) type rejections are fully 
considered, however, moot in view of new grounds of rejections presented in this office action. 

5. The applicant's arguments regarding the previous 35 USC 101 type rejections of claims 
26-3 1 are fully considered, however, found not persuasive. In particular, the amendments made 
to the claims 26-31 were unable to overcome the issues set forth by previous 35 USC 101 type 
rejections (please see below for detail explanations) 



6. Claims 16, 19-24 and 32-45 are objected because of the following informalities: 

Regarding claim 16, it recites the limitations "select known identities". However, there is 
no antecedent basis for the limitations "select known identities" in the claim, instead, claim 
languages previously recited "selected known identities". Therefore, "select known identities" 
should be written as "selected known identities", or should be corrected appropriately. 

Regarding claim 21, it is dependent on claim 14. However, claim 14 is currently 
cancelled by the applicant. Therefore, appropriate corrections are required regarding the 
dependency of the claim. 



Claim Objections 
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Regarding claim 32, it recites the limitations "the method comprising;" which seem to 
have grammatical error - the applicant is suggested to replace the semicolon (;) with a colon (:), 
or correct it appropriately. 

Regarding claim 35, it is missing a period (.) at the end of the claim limitations. The 
appropriate corrections are required. 

Regarding claims 19-20, 22-24, 33-34 and 36-45, they are objected because of their 
dependencies on the objected claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 
The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner 
and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 
his invention. 

7. Claims 32-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Regarding claim 32, it recites the limitations "wherein the user establishes 
communication with the identity owner by way of the identity owner account , and wherein the 
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identity owner account utilizes the plurality of electronic devices. . . .storing, in the identity owner 

account, the authorization of the user receiving from the identity owner, and indication as to 

which of the plurality of the electronic devices are allowed to be utilized in the conveyance of 
the communication from the user regardless of a communication mode . . . .reference useable by 
the user to access the identity owner account in order to communicate with the identity owner, 
wherein accessing the identity owner account is the only way for the user to establish a 
communication . .". However, NOWHERE in the specification, or the originally filed claim set, 
and "identity owner account" for utilizing electronic devices, storing user authorization, or 
establishing a communication is found. Furthermore, it is not clear what the applicant is trying to 
claim by the limitations "electronic devices arc allowed to be utilized in the conveyance of the 
communication from the user regardless of a communication mode" - no such "conveyance of 
the communication from the user regardless of a communication mode" is described in the 
specification! 

Therefore, the claim(s) contains subject matter (such as identity owner account utilizes 
the plurality of electronic devices. . . .storing, in the identity owner account, the authorization of 

the user utilized in the conveyance of the communication from the user regardless of a 

communication mode. . . .reference useable by the user to access the identity owner account in 
order to communicate with the identity owner, wherein accessing the identity owner account is 
the only way for the user to establish a communication) which were not described in the 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
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35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this 
title. 

8. Claims 26-3 1 are rejected under 35 USC 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non- statutory subject matter. 

Regarding claims 26-3 1, they are directed to a system comprising plurality of the 
components, however, although preamble of the claim set recite "a system having a processor 
and memory", the actual claim limitations failed to disclose any associated computer hardware/ 
structures or devices, and it is not clear what is the exact nature of such 'having' - is memory 
and processor communicative to the claimed system, or associated with claimed system, or 
actually stored, or component of such system? 

Claimed features such as a service, permission control, and preference control could 
optionally be implemented in software only. In particular, the specification discloses claimed 
features can be implemented as a part of the program modules or application program (please see 
par 0023). 

Therefore, claims are rejected under 35 USC 101 because of being non-statutory. See 
MPEP 2106.01 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 8 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 16, 19, 21-24, 26-27 and 29-3 1 are rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Allen et al (Pub US 2002/0149705 Al) in view of Balasuriya (US 2003/ 
0041048 Al) fUrther in view of Heatley_(US 7164936 B2) 

Regarding claim 16, Allen et al teaches method for facilitating electronic 
communications management by a system user, the method comprising: 

wherein the unique reference is required for identities to access a unique identity 
belonging to the system user (Par 065, 093; a unique address, or caller ID/ telephone number 
associated with the contacts are needed to initiate the communication between the contacts and 
users). 

permitting access to the unique identity belonging to the system user through a unique 
reference (Par 065,093; accessing/ communicating to 'contact' through unique device 
address, or caller ID/ telephone number associated with the contacts), wherein the unique 
identity comprises a plurality of components (Par 093, 095, 096; contact including plurality of 
components such as identifiers and addresses); 

allowing the system user to alter any one of the plurality of components without altering 
the reference (Par 092, 095, 100; user changing visual/ audio identifiers/ contacts without 
making any change to caller ID or the phone numbers associated with the identifier/ contacts) 
and 
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providing the system user with tools for regulating access to the plurality of components 
such that selected known identities have access to selected component of the plurality of 
components, to accept electronic communication from selected known identities (Par 034, 043, 
091-0092, 101; user having a hybrid communicator, or communication selection component, or 
user selection component for regulating access to the hybrid communicator/ controller, or other 
receiving devices to communicate with the selected contacts/ devices) wherein the unique 
reference is required to be used by the selected known identities to communicate with the 
selected components (Par 065, 093; a unique address, or caller ID/ telephone number associated 
with the contacts are needed to initiate the communication between the contacts and users); and 

allowing the system user to select a communication delivery method for receiving 
communications from each of the select known identities (Par 091, 094, 104; selecting on of the 
communication methods) 

Allen ct al fails to teach expressly generating a unique reference for the system user; and 
wherein the selected components of the plurality components are authorized, by the system user 
to accept electronic communication. 

However, Balasuriya discloses generating a unique reference for the system user (Par 
023, 028, 036, 037; deriving caller identity/ id based on phone number, IP address, or device 
information). Furthermore, it would have been be obvious from Allen et al 's teachings to a 
person of ordinary skill in art to further including the step of selected components of the 
plurality components are being authorized by the system user to accept electronic 
communication in order to provide users with authorized recipient devices other than hybrid 
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communicator (since each contact/ user has plurality of communication devices associated with 
each of them, and it would be desirable to use any of them to accept communication). 

Furthermore, Heatley teaches generating a unique reference for the system user; and 
wherein the selected components of the plurality components are authorized, by the system user 
to accept electronic communication (Fig 3; Col 5, starts at line 60; user profile is interpreted as 
user identity; user reference associated with the user identifier , and equipment id or delivery 
mode as component of the user profile/ identity). 

Heatley , Balasuriya and Allen et al are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor of managing communication. At the time of invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art to combine the teaching of Heatley or Balasuriya 
with Allen et al to design a method to further including the step of generating a unique 
reference for the system user in order to provide an alternative to caller id or device addresses. 

Regarding claim 19, Allen et al teaches the method further comprising allowing the 
system user to select an additional communication delivery method for unknown system users 
(Par 091-094, 104; plurality of communication methods). 

Regarding claim 21, Allen et al teaches the method further comprising allowing a sender 
to select a communication transmission mode (Par 063, 092-094; plurality of communication 
methods). 
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Regarding claim 22, Allen et al teaches the method further comprising allowing a first 
system user to select a communication transmission mode and allowing a second system user to 
select a communication delivery mode (Par 063, 094, 104; communication methods associated 
with different users). Furthermore, Heatley discloses the method further comprising allowing a 
first system user to select a communication transmission mode and allowing a second system 
user to select a communication delivery mode (Fig 3; Col 5, starts at line 60; delivery modes) 

Regarding claim 23, Allen et al teaches the method further comprising translating the 
communication transmission mode into the communication delivery mode if required (Par 063, 
094, 104). Furthermore, Heatley discloses translating the communication transmission mode into 
the communication delivery mode if required (Fig 3; Col 5, starts at line 55; message converting; 
delivery modes) 

Regarding claim 24, Allen et al teaches the method further comprising providing video, 
audio, and text communication delivery modes and communication transmission modes (Par 
063, 092, 094). 

Regarding claim 26, Allen et al teaches a system for allowing a user having a unique 
identity to manage communications, wherein the unique identity is associated with a plurality of 
electronic devices, the system comprising: 

a service, wherein an authorized identity can access the user's unique identity to 
communicate with the user only by using the unique reference (Par 065, 093; a unique address, 
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or caller ID/ telephone number associated with the contacts are needed to initiate the 
communication between the contacts and users); 

permission controls for allowing the user to control access to the unique identity by 
restricting authorization to a selected set of other identities which includes the authorized identity 
(Par 092- 094; user selecting/ controlling desirable communication devices/ addresses, and 
methods as a part of the creating contacts or identifiers); and 

preference controls for allowing the user to select at least one associated device from a 
plurality of devices associated with the user, the at least one device is selected for receiving 
communication upon an access attempt by an authorized user (Par 034, 043, 092-094; user 
selecting/ controlling desirable devices/ addresses associated with the selected contacts). 

Allen et al fails to disclose a service for generating a reference to a user's identity; and 
for assigning a reference to a user's unique identity such that the unique reference is a pointer to 
the user's unique identity. 

However, Balasuriya discloses a service for generating a reference to a user's identity 
(par 023, 028, 036-037; deriving caller identity/ id based on phone number, IP address, or device 
information). Balasuriya further discloses allowing the user to control access to the unique 
identity by restricting authorization to a selected set of other identities (par 023-028, 036-037; 
restricting/ permitting communication based upon subscriber/ user, and/ or device's status and 
identities). Furthermore, Heatley discloses a service for generating a reference to a user's 
identity; and for assigning a reference to a user's unique identity such that the unique reference 
is a pointer to the user's unique identity (Fig 3; Col 5, starts at line 60; references associated with 
user identifier/ profile). Heatley further discloses preference controls for allowing the user to 
select at least one associated device from a plurality of devices associated with the user, the at 
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least one device is selected for receiving communication upon an access attempt by an 
authorized user (Col 4, starts at line 55; user preferences) 

Heatley, Balasuriya and Allen et al are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor of managing communication. At the time of invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art to combine the teaching of Heatley and Balasuriya 
with Allen et al to design a method comprising allowing the user to control access to the unique 
identity by restricting authorization to a selected set of other identities in order to prevent 
unauthorized user access. 

Regarding claim 27, Allen et al teaches the system wherein the service is a centralized 
service comprising a directory for allowing system users to locate references for other system 
users (Par 064-065; list or directories of caller ID/ telephone number associated with the 
contacts). 

Regarding claims 29 and 30, they are rejected applying as same motivation and rationale 
applied above rejecting claims 22, 24 and 26. 

Regarding claim 31, Allen et al teaches the system wherein the plurality of associated 
devices comprise at least a telephone and a personal computerized device (Par 064-065, 094; 
plurality of communication devices). 



10. Claims 32-45 are rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Allen et al 
(Pub US 2002/0149705 Al) in view of Burgess (US 6359970 Bl) further in view of Heatley 
(US 7164936 B2) 
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Regarding claim 32, Allen et al discloses a method for managing electronic 
communications directed to an identity owner by way of an identity owner account, wherein the 
identity owner account is associated with a plurality of electronic devices of the identity owner, 
the method comprising; 

receiving, from the identity owner, an indication of a user that is authorized to 
communicate with the identity owner; and wherein the plurality of electronic devices to facilitate 
the users' communication to the identity owner (Fig 6, Fig 7; Par 060, 063-066, 091-093, 101; 
communication selection component, or contact entry component allowing the users to select a 
set of 'contact' that users want to communicate with; contacts are associated with the specific 
devices/ addresses); 

storing, the authorization of the user to communicate with the identity owner (Fig 6, Fig 
7; Par 060, 063, 066, 093, 101; storing desired contact information); 

receiving, from the identity owner, an indication as to which of the plurality of electronic 
devices are allowed to be utilized in the conveyance of a communication from the user regardless 
of a communication mode utilized by the user to establish the communication (Par 0022, 0034, 
0043, 0066, 0092; allowing users to select suitable/ desirable device to communicate with the 
contacts); 

storing, the indication as to which electronic devices are allowed to convey a 
communication from the user (Fig 6, Fig 7; Par 060, 063, 066, 093, 101; storing desired contact/ 
communication device information); and 
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generating a unique reference that is the only reference useable by the user to access the 
identity owner in order to communicate with the identity owner; and wherein a communication 
from the user is routed to the identity owner according to the stored indication as to which 
electronic devices are allowed to convey a communication from the user (Par 065, 093; a unique 
address, or caller ID/ telephone number associated with the contacts are needed to initiate the 
communication between the contacts and users). 

Allen et al fails to disclose expressly wherein the user establishes communication with 
the identity owner by way of the identity owner account , and wherein the identity owner account 
utilizes the plurality of electronic devices to facilitate the users' communication to the identity 
owner; storing, in the identity owner account , the indication as to which electronic devices are 
allowed to convey a communication from the user; generating a unique reference that is the only 
reference useable by the user to access the identity owner account in order to communicate with 
the identity owner, wherein accessing the identity owner account is the only way for the user to 
establish a communication with the identity owner. 

However, Burgess teaches storing, in the indication as to which electronic devices are 
allowed to convey a communication from the user; and the user to access the identity owner 
information in order to communicate with the identity owner (Col 7, starts at line 50; Col 12, 
starts at line 45; communication control; caller ID components) 

Furthermore, Heatley teaches wherein the user establishes communication with the 
identity owner by way of the identity owner account , and wherein the identity owner account 
utilizes the plurality of electronic devices to facilitate the users' communication to the identity 
owner (Fig 3; Col 4, starts at line 50; user account with HLR, home location register; user 
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preference, allowed equipments) ; storing, in the identity owner account , the indication as to 
which electronic devices are allowed to convey a communication from the user; generating a 
unique reference that is the only reference useable by the user to access the identity owner 
account in order to communicate with the identity owner, wherein accessing the identity owner 
account is the only way for the user to establish a communication with the identity owner (Fig 3; 
Col 4, starts at line 50;Col 5, starts at line 59; references; user preference, allowed equipments). 

Burgess , Heatley and Allen et al are analogous art because they are from the same field 
of endeavor of managing communication. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in art to combine the teaching of Burgess and/ or Heatley with 
Allen et al to design a method wherein the user establishes communication with the identity 
owner by way of the identity owner account, and generating a unique reference that is the only 
reference useable by the user to access the identity owner account, and wherein accessing the 
identity owner account is the only way for the user to establish a communication with the 
identity owner in order to control users' communication preferences in an anonymous, and 
centralized manner. 

Regarding claim 33, Allen et al discloses the method further comprising maintaining a 
look-up table for locating unique references at the request of a system user (Par 065; caller ID; 
telephone number). Furthermore, Burgess discloses the method further comprising maintaining a 
look-up table for locating unique references at the request of a system user (Col 8, starts at line 
30; lookup table). 
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Regarding claim 34, Allen et al discloses the method further comprising providing 
preference controls for allowing an identity owner to select default methods for receiving 
communications from the user (Fig 5; Par 066, 091-093; contact containing communication 
device information/ address; selecting contacts and associated device addresses). 

Regarding claim 35, Allen et al discloses the method wherein the receiving an indication 
as to which of the plurality of electronic devices are allowed to be utilized in the conveyance of a 
communication from the user includes an indication for two or more electronic devices (Par 022, 
034, 043, 066, 092; allowing users to select suitable/ desirable device to communicate with the 
contacts). Furthermore, Heatley discloses the method wherein the receiving an indication as to 
which of the plurality of electronic devices are allowed to be utilized in the conveyance of a 
communication from the user includes an indication for two or more electronic devices (Col 4, 
starts at line 50;Col 5, starts at line 59; user preference, allowed equipments) 

Regarding claim 36, Allen et al discloses the method comprises allowing the identity 
owner to select a live communication delivery method (Par 093-094, 104; interactive television/ 
videoconferencing; address associated with the interactive television/ videoconferencing 
system). Furthermore, Heatley discloses allowing the identity owner to select a live 
communication delivery method (Col 4, starts at line 50;Col 5, starts at line 59; user preference; 
delivery mode selection) 



Regarding claim 37, Allen et al discloses the method wherein the method comprises 
allowing the identity owner to select a message communication delivery method (Par 063, 092- 
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094; plurality of types of reception devices/ addresses associated with the plurality of the 
communication methods/ systems). 

Regarding claim 39, Allen et al discloses the method wherein the method comprises 
allowing selection of a live communication delivery method for a first group of users and a 
message communication delivery method for a second group of users (Par 063, 092-094; 
plurality of types of reception devices/ addressess associated with the plurality of the 
communication methods/ systems such as e-mail, text messaging, or interactive television/ 
videoconferencing) . 

Regarding claim 40, Burgess discloses the method further comprises allowing the 
identity owner to block communication delivery from a third group of individuals (Col 7, line 25 
to Col 9, line 67; setting priority data; blocking) 

Regarding claim 41, Allen et al discloses the method further comprising providing the 
identity owner with a pointer as the associated reference (Par 065; caller ID associated with the 
contacts). Furthermore, Heatley discloses the method further comprising providing the identity 
owner with a pointer as the associated reference (Fig 3; Col 6, starts at line 5; reference to the 
user/ identifier) 



Regarding claim 42, Allen et al discloses the pointer to reference a plurality of electronic 
devices accessible to the identity owner (Par 065; caller ID associated with the contacts; Par 091- 
093; contact containing communication device information/ address) 
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Regarding claim 43, Allen et al discloses the method further comprising allowing 
transmission of a communication from the user in a first mode and delivery of the 
communication to the identity owner in a second mode (Par 063, 092-094; plurality of types of 
reception devices/ addresses associated with the plurality of the communication methods/ 
systems such as e-mail, text messaging, or interactive television/ videoconferencing). 

Regarding claim 44, Allen et al discloses the method further comprising translating the 
communication from the first mode to the second mode (Par 094; device configured to convert/ 
reproduce the messages). Furthermore, Heatley discloses translating the communication from the 
first mode to the second mode (Col 5, starts at line 60; message conversion) 

Regarding claim 45, Allen et al discloses the method wherein the first mode and the 
second mode comprise one of voice communications, text communications, and video 
communications modes (Par 063, 092-094; plurality of types of reception devices/ addresses 
associated with the plurality of the communication methods/ systems such as e-mail, text 
messaging, or interactive television/ videoconferencing). 

1 1 . Claim 38 is rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Allen et al (Pub 
US 2002/0149705 Al) in view of Burgess (US 6359970 Bl) further in view of Heatley (US 
7164936 B2) further in view of Boman et al ( US 6895257 B2). 



Regarding claim 38, it is rejected applying as above rejecting claim 34, combination of 
Burgess- Heatley-AUen et al fails to teach expressly allowing a message sender to control a sent 
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message until a receiver processes the message, such that a sender may delete a sent message 
prior to processing. 

However, Boman et al discloses allowing a message sender to control a sent message 
until a receiver processes the message, such that a sender may delete a sent message prior to 
processing (abstract; editing before sending/ processing email). 

Boman et al and Allen et al are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
personalized communication control devices. At the time of invention, it would have been 
obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to combine the teaching of Boman et al with 
Burgess- Heatley -Allen et al to design the method further comprising the step of allowing a 
message sender to control a sent message until a receiver processes the message, such that a 
sender may delete a sent message prior to processing in order to provide user with the editing 
facilities such as error correcting or updating or deleting before the message is actually sent 
(Boman et al, abstract). 

12. Claims 20 and 28 are rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Allen et 
al (Pub US 2002/0149705 Al) in view of Balasuriya (US 2003/ 0041048 Al) further in view of 
Heatley (US 7164936 B2) further in view of Burgess (US 6359970 Bl) 

Regarding claims 20 and 28, they are rejected applying as above applied rejecting claims 
16 and 26, Furthermore, Allen et al discloses providing live and message communication 
delivery options, and the permission controls further comprise tools for restricting a 
communication delivery method to one of live, message (Par 063, 092-094; plurality of types of 
reception devices/ addresses associated with the plurality of the communication methods/ 
systems). Furthermore, Heatley discloses the permission controls further comprise tools for 
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restricting a communication delivery method to one of live, message (Col 4, starts at line 50;Col 
5, starts at line 59; user preference; delivery mode selection). 

Modified Heatley- Balasuria- Allen method fails to disclose blocked communication 
delivery options, or blocking communication delivery from system user. 

However, Burgess discloses the method/ system further comprises blocked 
communication delivery options, or blocking communication delivery from system user (Col 7, 
line 25 to Col 9, line 67; setting priority data; blocking). 

Burgess and Allen et al are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor of managing communication. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in art to combine the teaching of Burgess with modified Heatley- 
Balasuriya- Allen et al method/ system to design a mechanism comprising blocked 
communication delivery options, or blocking communication delivery from system user in order 
to provide user with the options of unauthorized call blocking. 

Conclusion 

13. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may be applied as well. It is 
respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully consider the 
references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention as well as the 
context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. Finally, for any 
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future amendments to claims, the applicant is respectfully requested to incorporate the paragraph 
numbers from the specification upon which the support for such amendments were obtained. 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shanto M Z Abedin whose telephone number is 571-272-355 1 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 10:30 AM to 7:30 PM. If attempts to reach 
the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Moazzami Nasser, can be 
reached on 571-272-4195. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. The RightFax number for faxing directly to the 
examiner is 571-273-3551. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. For more information about the 
PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Shanto M Z Abedin 
Examiner, AU2436 

/Carl Colin/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2436 
12/1/2008 
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